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DETAILED ACTION 

1. The application has been assigned to another examiner. New contact 
information is listed below. 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action 
can be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. Claims 1-2, 4-6, 8-11, 13-15, 17-20, 22-24, 26, and 27 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Patent No. 6,721,785 by 
Raghunandan and US Patent No. 7,039,639 by Brezin et al in view of US Patent 
No. 6,574,671 by Haynes. 

4. In claim 1 , Raghunandan teaches about an E-mail device comprising (Fig 
2): a first detection module (program that link alias to recipient email addresses) 
of detecting that a plurality of multicast target mail destination addresses exist in 
a stored mail delivery history (Alias are stored in advance to reduce the burden of 
entering individual email, Col 1, line 65-Col 2, line 5; Col 4, lines 48-55); an 
adding module ("inclusion directive") of adding the group name corresponding to 
the plurality of multicast target mail destination addresses of the destination 
attribute to group management information (Col 5, lines 45-60); and a generating 
module (the function of defining the recipient of the email message) of executing 
a process of generating a group formed of the plurality of multicast target mail 
destination addresses (" alias41 .... Alias4n") corresponding to the detection 
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(Alias or grouping is done to associate a plurality of email addresses that have 
the same characteristic or attribute, Col 5, lines 60-67; Col 6, lines 10-20; Col 2, 
lines 1-5). 

5. Raghunandan does not explicitly teach the group generating process 
being done using all destination attributes nor a setting module setting an input 
count of the mail destination addresses in the history in order to register the 
added group name. 

6. Haynes teaches about a simpler generation process that generates a 
group base on all the destination attributes ("To" , "BCC", and "CC" f Col 5, lines 
30-60). The approach of Raghunandan generates a group base on n number of 
groups alias, and with n being a large number, a large amount of overhead 
processing power is required to generate a group (Col 6, lines 5-35). The group 
is created prior to the mail being delivered. The less granular approach of 
Haynes requires less processing which reduces the time taken before mail 
delivery. Raghunandan teaches about creating a group base on recipients that 
are frequently contact. To determine which recipients are frequently contacted, 
there has to be an element of counting. Brezin et al teaches about a simple 
frequency count in optimizing user behavior (Col 3, lines 50-65). 

7. It would have been obvious at the time of the invention for some of 
ordinary skill to improve on the time taken to delivery a mail in Raghunandan 
invention by using the less granular approach of Haynes invention while 
optimizing the grouping process of Raghunandan using the counting approach of 
Brezin et al. 
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8. In claim 2, Raghunandan and Brezin combined with Haynes, teaches 
about the E-mail device according to claim 1 , further comprising a second 
detection module detecting that there does not exist a group corresponding to the 
plurality of multicast target mail destination addresses existing in the history 
(detection module- i.e. the function that determine that a selection command is 
active, which indicates that a intended group is not available and therefore has to 
be created base on the accompanying directives, Raghunandan, Col 5, lines 35- 
60); wherein if there does not exist a group corresponding to the plurality of 
multicast target mail destination addresses, said generating module generates 
the group (Raghunandan, Col 5, lines 45-60). 

9. In claim 4, Raghunandan and Brezin combined with Haynes, teaches 
about the E-mail device according to claim 1 , wherein said adding module 
includes a providing module registering the added group name corresponding to 
the plurality of multicast target mail destination addresses (This is function that is 
used when creating alias, Raghunandan Col 4, lines 48-55). 

10. In claim 5, Raghunandan and Brezin combined with Haynes, teaches 
about the E-mail device according to claim 4, wherein said adding module further 
includes a first registering module registering the added group name inputted by 
a user in the group management information in the registering the added group 
name "alias" (Raghunandan, Col 1, line 65- Col 2, line 5). 

11. In claim 6, Raghunandan and Brezin combined with Haynes, teaches 
about the E-mail device according to claim 5, wherein said adding module further 
includes a second registering module registering a piece of registration reject 
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state information in the group management information when the user rejects the 
registration of the added group name in the registering the added group name 
(the exclusion directive that remove names from the final list, Raghunandan Col 
3, lines 30-40). 

12. In claim 8, Raghunandan and Brezin combined with Haynes, teaches 
about the E-mail device according to claim 1 , wherein said adding module 
generates the group name by a predetermined algorithm "rules" and adds this 
group name to the group management information (Raghunandan, Col 5, lines 
45-60). 

13. In claim 9, Raghunandan and Brezin combined with Haynes, teaches 
about an E-mail device according to claim 1 , further comprising a selecting 
module "selection command" of enabling the user to select whether the process 
of generating the group is to be executed or not (Raghunandan, Col 5, lines 45- 
60). 

14. Claims 10-11, 13-15 and 17-18 are the method to the device of claims 1-2, 
4-6 and 8-9 respectively and are rejected for the same reason. Claims 19-20, 22- 
24 and 26-27 are the readable computer medium, which stores the executable 
program that execute the method to the device of claims 1-2, 4-6 and 8-9 
respectively and are rejected for the same reason. 

Response to Arguments 

15. Applicant's arguments filed 02/09/07 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 
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16. Applicant asserts that the prior art of record fails to teach "an input count 
of the mail destination addresses is set in the history in order to register the 
added group name when the input count reaches a predetermined number" as 
claimed in independent claims 1,10, and 19. Applicant argues that in contrast to 
the prior art, the present invention allows a user to "change and set the 
predetermined count, and a group name is registered, automatically, when the 
input count reaches the predetermined number". Examiner submits that the 
claim language does not necessarily recite such a feature. In fact, it is noted that 
the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., setting a predetermined count) are 
not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of 
the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. 
See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1.181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). The 
claim language instead recites "setting an input count", and adding a group name 
"when the input count reaches a predetermined number." This is vastly different 
from setting a predetermined number and adding a group when an input count 
reaches the set predetermined number. Additionally, it is unclear from the claim 
language by what mechanism a group name is automatically registered when an 
input count reaches a predetermined number. Broadly, the claimed setting of an 
input count is merely for the purpose for (i.e., "in order to") register(ing) a group 
name. However, the claim language does not require the actual registration of a 
group name, nor doing so automatically. It is reiterated that the prior art 
reference Brezin discloses the creation of a group based on a frequency count 
for a number of different communication events (see column 3, lines 50-65). 
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Brezin thus reads on the claimed "input count", which is not specifically limited at 
all by the claims as to what might be considered an input count. 
17. Applicant further asserts that Haynes does not teach "said group capable 
of including destination addresses of various destination attributes", arguing that 
Haynes teaches that a group represents a particular characteristic (see column 
5, lines 38-42). Examiner submits that the "various destination attributes" is hot 
limited by the claims to include anything specific. Haynes clearly teaches a 
group having multiple destination attributes, as Haynes allowed for individual 
addresses of a group (e.g., "list") to have different characteristics (see column 5, 
lines 23-29). Haynes thus reads on the broad concept of a group of destination 
addresses having various destination attributes as claimed. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
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the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Joseph R. Maniwang whose telephone 
number is (571) 272-3928. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 
8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, William C. Vaughn can be reached on (571) 272-3922. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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